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Summary of reasons 
for classification: 

The magazine entitled Fox May 2005 Vol. 23 No. 12 is classified as: 

Objectionable. 

This classification is because of the extent and degree to which it degrades, dehumanises 
and demeans women. 
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The publication is a glossy American magazine exhibiting a variety of sexual material. 

There are a large number of images that depict sexualised nudity and sexual activity, as well 
as advertisements for an array of sexual products and services. The magazine contains 
many advertisements for phone sex with young-looking women, who are presented as 
being young teenagers, however the extent to which these advertisements occur does not 
reach a threshold that would result in the magazine either promoting or supporting, or 
tending to promote or support, the exploitation of young persons for sexual purposes. 

The magazine degrades, dehumanises and demeans women to a low extent but high 
degree. The strongest of this material is the two page "Cum Target" that carries an 
undertone of sexual violence and encourages a reader to view women purely as sexual 
utilities. 

Because of the degree and manner in which the magazine degrades, dehumanises and 
demeans women, the availability of the publication is likely to be injurious to the public 
good. It is therefore objectionable. This classification interferes with the freedoms set out 
in the New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990, but the outcome is a reasonable limitation and 
consistent with Parliament's intention. It reflects the concern of a free and democratic 
society to prevent the availability of publications that are likely to be injurious to the public 
good. 
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